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CERTIFICATES. 
1. ACCEPTANCE. Page 
Commission reaffirms position that instant gas sales have been made 
under terms of certificate issued in 1957—rejecting producer’s attempt to 
disown certificate. Sunray DX Oil Co_.....-....-...---------------- 1296 
Right to reject certificate order exists under Natural Gas Act, provided 
service has not commenced. Sunray DX Oil Co__.-....-------------- 1297 


Conceding that mere filing of application does not constitute dedication 
of gas to interstate market, Commission states producer’s commencement 
of service under temporary authorization constituted such dedication— 
requiring approval of abandonment. Sunray DX Oil Co__..----------- 1297 

In proceeding initiated under Section 1.7(c) of its Rules, Commission 
declares producer was issued ae certificate of public convenience 

ling gas under said certificate. Sunray DX 
OC Cai Sige Bet Ae ee Bae Ce eh ee oe ee 1299 

2. AMENDMENT. 

Although disagreeing that proposed jurisdictional sale would produce 
substantial benefits to Northern, Minneapolis Gas and their customers, 
Commission concludes that particular circumstances warrant its certifica- 
tions... JROVie TV NOnIN INN Ole nn eg ee a ene 1027 

While acceptance of prior rate settlement does not preclude inquiry into 
merits of requested certification, denial of instant application would present 
substantial variance from situation upon which rate settlement was based. 
NG TV CN a ce ee eee noe ee 1027 

Commission approves amendment of certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing Northern to sell gas to distributor for resale at Black 
ee ee ee | er Se eee 1027 

3. ConpITIons. 

Certificate conditioned to provide that applicant not include in its rate 
base any amounts expended for lateral construction for which it is entitled 
to receive reimbursement from retail customers. Kansas Nebraska Natural 


GUE C6 si case eine cbnsédansccst ane tee aaa oak anes 1063 
Take-or-pay requirement of pipeline made subject to ultimate disposition 
in rule-making proceeding in #199. El Paso Natural Gas Co____------- 1185 
mmission rejects argument that it should unilaterally impose a new 
refund commitment upon producers. Amerada Petroleum Corp---------- 220 
Take-or-pay provisions in producer contracts are subject to final order in 
R-199, but in no event shall producers be required to accept provisions for 
less than 80 percent of annual contract quantities. Tezaco Seaboard Inc_... 599 
Producer’s take-or-pay contract requirements made subject to provisions 
of final order in R-199. Jake L. Hamon.......-..--.----.---------- 798, 802 


4. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
Burden is on producer—applicant to prove that requested certificate is 
required by public convenience and necessity; there is no such burden of 
proof on Commission, its Secretary or Staff. Amerada Petroleum Corp... 171 
Commission rejects argument that jurisdictional issue has been settled; 
states it is one of the critical public convenience and necessity issues availa- 
ble for reconsideration as result of court remand. Tezas Eastern Trans- 
UN COE Dit cenit wy cx pga char es woud ac od on aati ion aI aed a ener 253 
5. ExcHANGE AGREEMENT. 
Modification of exchange argreement allowed; Commission finds proposed 
shift in delivery point is mutually benefical and eliminates any rationale for 
continuing service charge on Beaver County deliveries. Zl Paso Natural 
Cat CR cacse a cach cadinton a ipnitimsaigte. tibs disk iene eceia aio aati acide a eater aaah 1179 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 

6. Factviries. 

Length of each lateral to be constructed by Michigan Wisconsin through 
application of “‘10-cent formula’ is to be determined by estimates based 
upon use of 4-inch diameter pipe. City of Grant City, Missouri--------- 

Size of pipe to be installed and character of facilities and equipment 
maintained by pipeline are matters which affect the public interest. City 
of Grant City, Missouri 

7. Factors. 

(a) Economic Feasibility. ; 

Length of each lateral to be.constructed by Michigan Wisconsin through 
application of ‘‘10-cent formula’ is to be determined by estimates based 
upon use of 4-inch diameter pipe. City of Grant City, Missouri_-------- 

Size of pipe to be installed and character of facilities and equipment 
ennai by pipeline are matters which affect the public interest. City 
Carr Cle SIONS ocd a wcenncucoass dd Ob be eaeeerec nas enes> 

Although disagreeing that proposed jurisdictional sale would produce 
substantial benefits to Northern, Minneapolis Gas and their customers, 
Commission concludes that particular circumstances warrant its certifica- 
Cn. GRRrN IU GINONE IOS Bes ict ces cue nas Jo duicka we ddesuunas aw 

While acceptance of prior rate settlement does not preclude inquiry into 
merits of requested certification, denial of instant application would present 
substantial variance from situation upon which rate settlement was based. 
INGTON: IM ONO ssc hc ndhinee done bene been dese bene x 

Test of whether customer contribution toward cost of constructing 
lateral facilities is required is whether such contribution is necessary to 
economic feasibility of project. Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co--_---- 

(b) Financing. 

Commission rejects use of 10-cent formula here; states it was not in- 
tended for industrywide application. Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co-- 

Solution adopted here provides for contribution in aid of construction 
to be determined by relationship of expenditures to revenues [for each 
lateral] in terms of existing ratio between these factors on pipelines exist- 
ing system. Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co_._..-.------------------ 

Commission states that two-part formula comes as close as possible 
{in instant case] to bringing new customers onto pipeline’s system on 
parity with existing customers. Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co_.._... 

(c) Gas Supply. 

Distinguishing Midwestern, Commission rejects contention that inclusion 
of small industrial sale in volume used in computing ‘‘10-cent formula’”’ 
should have been conditioned on submission of 10-year contract. City 
A I a io ait haaainehaubiaderaanne eau e aan 

(d) Initial Rates and Tariff Provisions. 

While the Statement of General Policy No. 61-1 sets forth guideline 
prices for all gas produced in specific areas for interstate consumption, 
there has been and can be no demonstration that Commission’s failure to 
adopt specific “‘ceiling’”’, or any staff memoranda upon which such determi- 
nations may have been based, has resulted or will result in Texaco’s 
being aggrieved in instant proceedings. Amerada Petroleum Corp_-_---- 

Cost and trend evidence, substantially identical with that offered in 
Skelly held not relevant in producer certificate cases. Texaco Seaboard, 

There is no reason to depart from conclusions reached in Skelly that 
“in-line’’ price in District No. 4 is 15 cents. Texaco Seaboard, Inc_-_-_--- 

Humble’s trend evidence held “not germane’’ to certificate proceeding- 
principal crite ion here is whether proposed prices were “‘in-line’’ at time 
of contract execution as required by CATCO. Texaco Seaboard, Inc-_--- 

Certificated prices at 17.5-cent level and above discounted, since they 
either have subsequently been set aside (and before Commission for 
new decision), or would have been set aside, for failure to permit proper 
party to intervene. Texaco Seaboard, Inc_............-.--.----------- 

Commission finds “in-line’’ price in District No. 3 to be 16-cents per 
Mcef in view of history of prices and price patterns approximately contem- 
poraneous with execution of Humble’s contract. Texaco Seaboard, Inc-- 

In arriving at “‘in-line’’ price in District No. 3, Commission considered 
not only field sales versus wellhead sales and dehydration, but other 
factors such as pressure, heating value, escalation and first month’s pro- 
duction. Texaco Seaboard, Inc 
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CERTIFICATES—Continued 


(d) Initial Rates and Tariff Provisions—Continued 
Suspect price doctrine was not intended as a rigid exclusionary rule. 
TERE ONO, BR ons ee een hone eine ce ne nen edge 
Take-or-pay provisions in producer contracts are subject to final order 
in R-199, but in no event shall producers be required to accept provisions 


- less than 80 percent of annual contract quantities. Texaco Seaboard, 
nc 


Policy Statement prices are “guideline” prices at which Commission 
exercises its discretion, in absence of protest by intervening parties, to 
certificate sales in particular area—Statement did not purport to fix 
‘{n-line’’ price which Courts have made clear is, in absence of a compelling 
showing to the contrary, to be the public convenience and necessity 
price fixed after statutory Section 7 hearing. Union Texas Petroleum_- 

Citing Skelly Oil and Texaco Seaboard Commission finds 15 cents is 


proper “‘in-line’’ price for permanently certificated sales in District No. 
4. Jake L. Hamon 


There is no basis here for ordering retroactive refunds in view of the 
controlling principle laid down in Skelly. Jake L. Hamon_-_-_----------- 
Producers’ take-or-pay contract requirements made subject to pro- 
visions of final order in R-199. Jake L. Hamon 
Fact that relatively limited expenditure by Ohio Fuel will increase its 
cost-of-service in minor degree, does not appear to require rate inquiry 
in certificate proceeding. ne Olio Put: Gee-O8 as 55 5650255650.25--5 
Reaffirming Skelly, and Texaco Seaboard, Inc., Commission finds individ- 
ual company cost-type economic and financial evidence inapplicable to 
determination of initial price in producer certificate cases. Hl Paso Nat- 
CE CIE Chinas i cates nee ta 
Evidence established that 17-cent price allowed in temporary authori- 
zation was upper limit “in-line’’ price for initial service in Panhandle 
Area of Texas and Oklahoma at time contracts were written. Hl Paso 
Natural Gas Co__---- Seah Ne Se Ne ee en a ea 
Producer certificates conditioned to 17-cent area price level specified 
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in Statement of General Policy No. 61-1. El Paso Natural Gas Co... 1181, 1182 


Commission approves revenue-sharing arrangement which entitles 
producer to one-quarter of liquids in kind, or in revenues realized on sale 
of liquefiable hydrocarbons—regarding these payments as modified form 
of Btu adjustments within framework of Michigan Wisconsin. El Paso 
TREE GRE CO ing nice ck ccc oe come ene aeeeenaa 

Commission strikes contract provision guaranteeing one-cent minimum 
payment on processed gas since it would be tantamount to a flat allowance 
of 18 cents per Mef in an area where “‘in-line”’ price is 17 cents per Mef. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co 

(e) Market. 

Distinguishing Midwestern, Coramission rejects contention that in- 
clusion of small industrial sale in volume used in computing ‘10-cent 
formula’ should have been conditioned on submission of 10-year contract. 
City of Grant City, Missouri 

8. GENERAL. 

Commission has duty to determine whether the overall terms of the 
certificate are required by the public convenience and necessity; it is not 
here determining just and reasonable rates to Northern’s customers nor 
proper allocations of costs to Products Company operation. Northern 
TOON WOO Riis 5 oie cep ndacascandiwendabuunncemdaeeoumanieie 

9. TEMPORARY. 

There is no question but that Commission may issue a temporary cer- 
tificate without notice or hearing. Hurley Oil and Gas Co 


COST OF SERVICE. 


1. EXPLORATION AND DEVELOPMENT. 

Three-year average urged by Southern (1958, 1959, and 1960] is more 
nearly representative of anticipated costs, and is fair measure of amount 
of exploration and development expense to be included in adjusted cost of 
service. Southern Natural Gas Co 

2. GENERAL. 

Individual company cost presentations are not proper matters for con- 
sideration in determining any area price. Area Rate Proceeding 
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COST OF SERVICE—Continued 

3. MAINTENANCE EXPENSE. 

Where there is wide year to year variation in maintenance costs of pro- 
ducing wells, it is proper that cost of service allowance thereof be computed 


as an average of number of years of recent experience. Southern Natural 
Gas Co 


4. Purcnasep Gas Costs. 

Control limited to approving costs of gas to pipeline is not effective way 
to regulate producer prices because, in large, pipeline must be allowed to 
pass its purchased gas costs to ultimate consumer. Tezas Eastern Trans- 
mission Corp 

5. Taxes. 

In fixing Southern’s rates Commission computes Federal Income Tax 
allowance using straight line depreciation deduction subject to condition 
that such rates shall be adjusted to reflect, on prospective basis, any change 
in policy resulting from Alabama-Tennessee. Southern Natural Gas Co--- 

Southern allowed 1.5 percent on accumulated deferred taxes subject to 
future adjustment of return and rates. Southern Natural Gas Co_. 

6. Test Prriop. 

Proper test year here was correctly settled by earlier orders—namely 
the 12 months ending June 30, 1959, as adjusted. Southern Natural Gas 


Commission adopts Southern’s test year sales adjustments. Southern 
Natural Gas Co 


Three-year average urged by Southern [1958, 1959, and 1960] is more 
nearly representative of anticipated costs, and is fair measure of amount 
of exploration and development expense to be included in adjusted cost of 
SES... “SEEN RUINS SE ON 65 ht Keene wccuieccenncunsbbam 

Search for storage is properly related to Southern’s pipeline operations 
whether carried out by Southern or its subsidiary ; related expenses incurred 
by Southern in test year cannot be considered here to be nonrecurring by 


reason of subsequent transfer of storage activities to subsidiary. Southern 
Natural Gas Co 


DISCRIMINATION. 

1. OwneERsHIP Costs. 

Imposition on Atlantic of costs of ownership of Boldman constitutes 
undue discrimination; Commission concludes public convenience and nec- 
essity requires transfer thereof to United. United Fuel Gas Co 

2. SERVICE. 

Commission states that effect of proposed realignment appears to be 
elimination of potential discrimination between consumers in Ohio—since 


their rates will all have same starting point of FPC-approved wholesale 
Peek: “Rw COW WOE WET CO ccc cnascedscudeuacas sais head cewih acded 


INTERCONNECTION. 


Commission directs Trunkline Gas Company, under Section 7(a) of the 
Natural Gas Act, to establish physical connnection of its facilities with 
facilities proposed to be constructed by Applicant, and sell and deliver 
natural Gas to Applicant. Véullage of Clay City, Illinois___...--.------- 

Under Section 7(a) of the Natural Gas Act, Commission directs Michigan 
Wisconsin to establish physical connection of its natural gas facilities 
with applicants proposed facilities, and sell and deliver natural gas to 
applicants. City of Grant City, Missouri 
JURISDICTION. 

1. Exemption. 

(a) Leasehold Transactions. 

Commission jurisdiction extends to sale of gas whether technically in 
form of leasehold transactions or otherwise. Tezas Eastern Transmission 
OR ninctipvitinms Saedgne ama hee md tena eons ame ee 

Commission rejects argument that jurisdictional issue has been settled; 
states it is one of the critical public convenience and necessity issues avail- 
able for reconsideration as result of Court remand. Tezas Eastern Trans- 
IO CTD ns oa od ADnns Ss SssaBthtignd bene s escasswdsucceonnans 

Contention that order reopening proceedings failed to specify jurisdic- 
tional issue is rejected. Texas Eastern 1ransmission Corp 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 


1. Exemption—Continued 
(a) Leasehold Transactions—Continued 

Transfer of gas by producers to pipeline for resale in interstate market 
is jurisdictional; fact that it was sold in bulk rather than Mcf basis does 
not change nature of sale. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp_-_--..----- 

Distinguishing Panhandle case, Commission holds it has jurisdiction 
over in place sale of Rayne Field gas to Texas Eastern. Tezras Eastern 
Trenceeetes GN 5 Sk eri nce Seti ds tas Dini Sa 

Concluding instant sale is jurisdictional Commission notes any other result 
would: (1) exalt form over substance, (2) give greater weight to tech- 
nicalities of draftsmanship than achievement of purposes of the Act, and 
(3) impair its ability to control price received for gas sold to pipelines in 
interstate commerce. Tezas Eastern Transmission Corp.._.----------- 

While all gas purchases on bulk basis are not necessarily contrary to 
public interest, Commission objects here to the attempt to disguise trans- 
action which in effe t is sale of gas, by casting it in form of a sale of leases 
with provisions making it difficult, if not impossible to subject price thereof 
to regulatory control. Tezras Eastern Transmission i ee 

Upon remand, Commission determines jurisdiction; defers decision on 
application for certificate of public convenience and necessity under Sec- 
tion 7, of the Natural Gas Act, and requires further filings by pipeline and 
its suppliers. Texas Bustern. Tranemtaties® Ceepnndsccccscsincandisnnncae 

(b) Local Distribution. 

Commission issues certificate of public convenience and necessity under 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act; grants application for exemption under 
— l(c) of the Act. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

2. Rates. 


Control limited to approving costs of gas to pipeline is not effective way 
to regulate producer prices because, in large, pipeline must be allowed to 


pass its purchased gas costs to ultimate consumer. Tezras Eastern Trans- 
mission Corp 


Commlaton holds that Montana-Dakota and so called “filed rate” 
doctrine are concerned with jurisdiction of District Courts, not with Com- 


mission power to examine subsidiary’s costs in fixing parent’s rates. 
Northern Natural Gas Co 


Possible inability of Commission to grant reparations is of no consequence 
to public, Producing or to Northern since such grant would merely require 
certain inter-company bookkeeping changes. Northern Natural Gas Co___- 

In view of its obligation to determine whether subsidiary’s rates were 
economically justified, Commission does not think it is compelled to accept 


— rates as bona fide merely because they were filed. Northern Natural 
‘as Co 


Commission notes parent and subsidiary had prior notice of its intent to 
examine cost basis of subsidiary sale to parent and such fact accentuates 
invalidity of their position. Northern Natural Gas Co_........---------- 

Commission’s rate regulatory jurisdiction over public utility is con- 
i ee Pe OE aaa eee eee 

Invocation of any provisions in rate schedules providing for increased 
charges in event that any tax or assessment is made upon Kansas Power 
based on energy sales or revenues, must be preceded by appropriate 
supplemental rate schedule filing under Section 35.3(c) of the regulations 
under the Power Act. Kansas hae and Light Co 
LICENSE. 

1. AMENDMENT. 

Commission amends license to require construction of fish hatchery. 
Pacific Power & Light Co 

2. ANNUAL CHARGE. 


Purpose of Section 10(f) is to require beneficiary to contribute to annual 


charges of headwater improvement supplying such benefits. South 
Carolina Electric & Gas Co 


Commission finds Stevens Creek experienced energy gains from Clark 
Hill, but no dependable capacity gains or losses. South Carolina Electric 
de Oe re ee eee eae 

Rejecting contention that assessing annual charges against hydro- 
electric plant constructed prior to enactment of Federal Power Act would be 
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LICENSE—Continued 

2. ANNUAL Coarce—Continued 
retrospective and violative of Due Process Clause; Commission notes 
1910 permit expressly provided that Permittee pay annual charges. 
South Carciite mutiric @ Gas Oe. os. ios etd eb ot coed 

Commission rejects Licensee’s argument that under the Act cost of 
making determination should be apportioned between non-federal licensees 
which receive payment not those who must pay the charges—states such 
argument would deny Section 10(f) any meaning or effect in situations 
such as here. South Carolina Electric & Gas Co 

There should be no reduction in hydroelectric plant energy gains on 


account of evaporation losses from upstream reservoir. South Carolina 
ROE EP ONG Tin ae ob belc 255 Uo se eet céedadudedti 

It is reasonable under Section 10(f) that there be no annual charge for 
headwater benefits until such time as any loss to downstream project from 
filling of upstream reservoir is exceeded by benefits from upstream facility. 
Bouth Cavenae Dinclhws O Gee Cel esis os oad cee een eects cn ied. 

Company’s claim for offsets against Stevens Creek based upon rereg- 
ulation is rejected; Commission holds that Congress by Section 10(f) 
did not make United States liable for streamflow improvements benefits 
provided by others. South Carolina Electric & Gas Co 

Commission approves ‘‘Value of Service Method” of apportioning annual 
charges. South Carolina Electric & Gas Co__......-------------------- 

Commission determines annual charges for benefits from headwater 
improvement in proceeding arising under Section 10(f) of the Federal 
Power Act. South Carolina Electric & Gas Co....-.------------------- 

Commission retains continuing jurisdiction to settle possible disputes 
over determination of proper annual amounts to be charged Licensee by 
State. Pacific Power & Light Co 

3. CONDITIONS. 

Commission requires Licensee to construct fish hatchery at its Iron 
Gate Dam to compensate for spawning areas rendered inaccessible by dam’s 
construdtion. | Pacihe Power @ LA Cex. «5 ons oo sons icc secdaccscs 

Since Licensee has created situation necessitating fish hatchery it is 
reasonable that it pay cost of construction thereof and substantial portion 
of operation and maintenance costs. Pacific Power & Light Co__-------- 

Commission rejects, as immaterial, argument that Licensee should 
not be required to pay costs on basis of State statutes, since Federal 
Government in enacting Federal Power Act has occupied entire field 
of licensing power projects on navigable waters to exclusion of con- 
comitant State jurisdiction. Pacific Power & Light Co_._...------------ 

Equitable division of costs will be achieved if yearly operation and 
maintenance costs are assessed 80 percent against Licensee, with California 
Department of Fish and Game assuming balance. Pacific Power & Light 


4. CoMPREHENSIVE PLAN. 

Under Flood Control Act of 1938 a flood control project, which is a unit 
of approved comprehensive plan, is authorized for Federal development 
when it is ‘‘selected and approved” for construction by Chief of Engineers. 
A PCE es went ou dodanie Case nadbectasdteeucaes 

On familiar principles, congressional approval of a general compre- 
hensive plan for development of a river basin does not, without more, 
authorize development of a particular site. Appalachian Power Co 

5. Fish PROBLEM. 

Assuming State of Oregon has sustained damage by reason of Licensee’s 
negligence in causing destruction of anadromous fish and is entitled to 
a recovery therefor, Federal Power Commission is not forum in which to 
litigate issue of negligence and determine amount of damage. Commission 
would be without authority to order Licensee to compensate State in this 
matter even if amount were liquidated; authority to entertain and enforce 
such claims under Federal Power Act is vested in the several District 
Courts of the United States. Idaho Power Co 

6. GENERAL. 

Section 13(c) of the Boulder Canyon Project Act requires Commission 
to make any license which it issues on Colorado River System subject to 
Colorado River Compact which makes the use of water for power production 
subservient to such consumptive uses as instant project is designed to 
facilitate. Phelps Dodge Corp 
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LICENSE—Continued 

7. JURISDICTION. 

Commission retains continuing jurisdiction to settle possible disputes 
over determination of proper annual amounts to be charged Licensee by 
State. Pacific Power & Light Co-_- 

8. LicENsSE TERM. 

It was the strong intent of Congress that it have opportunity to review 
use of water resources by hydroelectric developments at end of the licensed 
term which in every case is limited to a maximum of 50 years. Nevada 
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Page 


Irrigation District._- - -- 1256, 1257 


While minor part licenses are also limited to maximum terms of 50 years, 
it was consistent practice of Commission to waive “recapture’”’ provisions 
of Section 14 in issuing such licenses. Nevada Irrigation District__------ 

Since Applicant is a municipality, its project works would not be subject 
to such “recapture” in any event since Congress exempted all municipal 
licensees from the “recapture” provisions of Section 14. Nevada Irrigation 
BRIE ike A ON tee ei ok kee en no deo ne a ea Re ee eg 

After examining all resources involved and recognizing benefits to the 
region involved, Commission believes it not inconsistent with public 
interest to issue a 50-year license covering all of project works containing 
special conditions as suggested by interested mybaccal Nevada Irrigation 
Disrid.....- nicer ans 

Limitation of 50 years placed upon license ‘period is one of most ‘explicit 
provisions of the Federal Power Act. Pennsylvania Power & Light Co- 

9. New License ror Existina Prosyecr Works. 

Limitation of 50 years placed upon license period is one of most explicit 
provisions of the Federal Power Act. Pennsylvania Power & Light Co__- 

Reviewing legislative history of the Act, Commission states there is 
serious doubt as to propriety of issuing new license where in form an old 
license is surrendered, but in substance existing license would be extended 
beyond 50 years—in effect, denying Congress possible recapture at end of 
50 years. Pennsylvania Piet me TAG CA. inctccnnncacagneaeneoeacaa 

Where changes in overall project works are relatively minor and basic 
structure remains as originally licensed, such changes are not sufficient to 
make it a “new project’’, even if this fact were to be determinative. Penn- 
Cees TG CAME On oe i icndeetasee coder eee se 

In proceeding arising under Section 4(e) of the Federal Power Act, 
Commission denies application for new 50 year license, without pre judice 
to submission of proposed amendment to existing license. Pennsylvania 
Power & Light Co 
MERGER. 

1. GENERAL. 

Evidence here precludes finding that transfer of Boldman Compressor 
Station will constitute grant of undue preference. United Fuel Gas Co--- 

Imposition on Atlantic of costs of ownership of Boldman constitutes 
undue discrimination; Commission concludes public convenience and 
necessity requires transfer thereof to United. United Fuel Gas Co_----. 

Merger of Amere into United will benefit utility customers and public 
generally by providing more efficient and economical operation. ‘nited 
Ful Gt Gili cotntinsens dadsddisess anda adios Bia tdewia 

Transfer of Atlantic’s KA-20 line to United will remedy inequities in 
service rendered Atlantic. United Fuel Gas Co_._.-..-..---.---------- 

Merger herein approved will resolve long standing conflict between 
State and Federal Regulation thereby advancing one of fundamental 
purposes of the Natural Gas Act. United Fuel Gas Co____._-_--------- 

Benefits realized by the public amply outweigh relatively minor rate 
adjustments made necessary by transfer of facilities. United Fuel Gas Co_- 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 

BURDEN OF PROOF. 

Under the injunction of CATCO the Commission must give a most 
careful scrutiny and responsible reaction to the initial price proposals of 
producers under Section 7. Amerada Petroleum Corp--_---------------- 

Burden is upon producer-applicant to prove that certificate as requested 
is required by public convenience and necessity, while there is no such 
burden of proof on Commission, Secretary of Commission or Commission 
ee, Ee FE Ce or iiin we es cis oe ee ee aces nade 

Effect of Texaco’s motion is to place upon Commission the burden of 
justifying a policy which it has expressed in its General Statement of 

737-369 64——_89 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 

1. BURDEN oF Proor.—Continued Page 
Policy No. 61-1, asamended. Neither the Natural Gas Act nor the Admin- 
istrative Procedure Act casts any such burden upon the Commission. 

A EIRIICE: RUROINI 552 oo eek on eek aden duekedseenaatywatemles 172 

2. CoNCURRENT HEARING. 

Since proceeding concerns requirements of Federal Power Act and not 
provisions of Company’s contracts for service to wholesale customers, 
Commission does not believe that a concurrent hearing would be helpful. 
PRP NE EDORNOON INNING Coon ic ckkcenccinnnsdacenatwcsatceds 1095 

3. EvIDENCE. 

Citing Mississippi River Fuel, Commission states that inquiry as to 
whether there exists any factual justification for price parent pipeline is 
paying subsidiary is essential to the fixing of just and reasonable rates. 
Fe nti ceca ith ectasi tin cited eniimeerntics sinhiabeeaiaeea ee 690 

There is no record justification for the modification of Southern’s rate 
urged by Atlanta Gas, since no issue with respect thereto was raised at 


the ORES. RR TIE NINE CO is sine eee nekincinasionawawc a 781 
Weight to be accorded a recommended end result depends largely upon 
the objectivity of the witness. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co___.--. 944 


Under injunction of CATCO Commission must give a most careful 
scrutiny and responsible reaction to the initial price proposals of pro- 
ducers under Section 7. Amerada Petroleum Corp_--.----------------- 172 

Burden is upon producer-applicant to prove that certificate as requested 
is required by the public convenience and necessity, while there is no such 
burden upon the Commission, Secretary of Commission or the Commission 
RET. AGRO FO ORR OI oi os enhance aude cans ho deatédemane 172 

Effect of Texaco’s motion is to place upon Commission burden of justi- 
fying a policy which it has expressed in its General Statement of Policy 
No. 61-1, as amended. Neither the Natural Gas Act nor Administrative 
Procedure Act casts any such burden upon the Commission. Amerada 
SUNN I ce st cen nici aa chen aD aha tea th ah dh esi 172 

Objections to sufficiency of an applicant’s evidence are more properly 
made at the hearing itself where they can be immediately corrected than 
on appeal to the Commission after issuance of order. Northern Natural 
Ne Se cerns an a eke en saunas cadena tame bared ees 452 

Cost and trend evidence, substantially identical with that offered in 
Skelly, held not relevant in producer certificate cases. Texaco Seaboard, 
ccna alacacech enti chan hace: Silt Rios cal dt inde eae eae ec Rain Teleiccten 595 

Humble’s trend evidence held “not germane’’ to certificate proceeding— — 
principal criterion here is whether proposed prices were “‘in-line’’ at time 


of contract execution as required by CATCO. Texaco Seaboard, Inc_-_--- 596 
Parties to area rate proceeding are enjoined from making presentations 

which are merely cumulative in nature. Area Rate Proceeding ---------- 982 
Individual company cost presentations are not proper matters for con- 

sideration in determining any area price. Area Rate Proceeding --------- 982 


4. Ex Parte CoMMUNICATIONS. 

Commission amends its Rules of Practice and Procedure with respect 
to Ex Parte Communications to more clearly define the nature of the 
prohibited Communications and to specify in somewhat greater detail the 
procedures which it will follow if and when prohibited communications are 
nevertheless received. Order No. 265, docket No. R-235_......-.------- 549 

5. GENERAL. 

Commission cannot postpone procedural dates merely to convenience 
a single party to one of its multi-party proceedings in view of over riding 
public interest in prompt decision of issues in pipeline rate proceedings. 
CGO ane ee Caer CO. coe oa ora cee eke nk Cede kewtesicn 1115 

6. HEARING. 

Objections to sufficiency of applicant’s evidence are more properly made 
at the hearing itself where they can be immediately corrected than on 
appeal to the Commission after issuance of order. Northern Natural Gas 

(0 cee ee see ep EeSeedesHasoeHsenndascoceccecsocsecusceenesarcaneneces 
Where argument is a legal one, presenting no factual issues for determi- 
nation, Commission is not required to holda hearing. Continental OilCo... 5 

7. INTERVENTION. 

Commission denies withdrawal of intervention stating pipeline cannot 
evade its responsibilities as a public utility under color of avoiding con- 

CI 0 NN INI ion mieten en nie naan seem damp 737 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 

8. OrricraL Norice. 

Federal Register Act of 1935, as amended, provides that notice shall 
be deemed to have been given to all persons residing within the states of 
the Union and the District of Columbia, if such notice is published in the 
Federal Register. United Gas Pipe Line Co___....------------------- 

9. OraL ARGUMENT. 

If Commission were to exercise its discretion to allow oral argument 
indiscriminately, and if all issues were to be construed as raising ‘‘novel 
questions’’ there would be a serious impairment of its ability to carry out 
its statutory duties in other cases. Northern Natural Gas Co___-.-----_- 

10. REOPENING PROCEEDINGS. 

Petitioners’ mere allegations that a change in gas flow has come to 
its attention does not meet requirements of Section 1.33 of the Rules 
providing that petitions to reopen shall set forth clearly facts claimed 
to constitute grounds requiring reopening of proceeding, including material 
changes of fact or of law alleged to have occurred since conclusion of hearing. 
United Gas Pipe Line Co 

11. RULINGS AND FINDINGS. 

A close reading of the entire Section 1.12 of the Rules indicates that 
denial of motions by passage of time is confined to motions arising out of 
hearings before one of the Commissions’ duly appointed presiding ex- 
aminers, unless a waiver of the rule is obtained. Hurley Oil and Gas ( 

Rulings of presiding officers may not be appealed from during course 
of hearing except in extraordinary circumstances where prompt decision 
by Commission is necessary to prevent detriment to public interest. Area 
Rate Proceeding 

Here Commission is confident that presiding examiner’s ruling reflected 
attempt to govern a massive proceeding fairly and expeditiously. Area 
Rate Proceeding 

Isolated instance where cross-examination of a particular witness has 
been ordered to be completed by ‘deposition’ generally would not, in 
itself, constitute the extraordinary circumstances referred to in the Rules. 
Area Rate Proceeding 

Absent finding by Examiner that extraordinary circumstances require 
certification of matter to Commission, or clear abuse of discretion in his 
failure to make such finding, appeals on procedural matters during course 
of hearing should not and will not be entertained by Commission. Area 
Rathe PYOGIUGING « . << 225 on onan cc nk tecnceccccnsesecsoccenceneneess 

Commission is not bound by statements of Staff Counsel. Northern 
Natural Gas C Bee eee Bae ee ale eee ee eee ee, 

Petitioners’ mere allegations that a change in gas flow has come to its 
attention does not meet requirements of Section 1.33 of the Rules pro- 
viding that petitions to reopen shall set forth clearly facts claimed to 
constitute grounds requiring reopening of proceeding, including material 
changes of fact or of law alleged to have occurred since conclusion of hearing. 
United Gas Pipe Line Co 

While appealed ruling concerns a matter of first impression for Com- 
mission, procedure adopted by Examiner is not so clearly contrary to the 
rules as to be rejected out of hand. Area Rate Proceeding 

Whether in this case, the examiner has committed or may commit error 
is a matter that can be better considered upon the full record in the usual 
course after examiner has taken his action and rendered his decision. 
Area Rate Proceeding 

This important proceeding can only be further delayed if the Commis- 
sion must pass upon procedural motions at every nonroutine step taken 
by the examiner. Area Rate Proceeding : 

12. Stay. 

Commission modifies Opinion No. 382 and order; denies applications for 
rehearing and motions for stay. Shell Oil Co 

Stay is warranted where it is sought only with respect to minor fractions 
of ordered refunds and rate reduction and where there is no probability 
that the company here will, upon some other branch of the case, subse- 
quently be ordered to make other refunds and reduction in its rates. 
Southern Natural Gas Co 

13. VACATION OF ORDER. 

Commission denies Northern’s motion to vacate orders remanding pro- 
ceedings to the Examiner. Northern Natural Gas Co 
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PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 


No construction is authorized under a preliminary permit, nor does such a 
permit grant a right to a license—it gives the permittee, during the permit 
period, the right to priority of application for license while permittee 
undertakes necessary studies and examinations required by Section 9 of the 
Federal Power Act. Appalachian Power Co 


RATES. 


1. AFFILIATION. 
Commission holds that Montana Dakota and so-called ‘filed rate’’ 
doctrine are concerned with jurisdiction of District Courts, not with 
Commission power to examine subsidiary’s cost in fixing parent’s rates. 
On INE En oe a haw ee snub nuns actaeiee 
Possible inability of Commission to grant reparations is of no conse- 
quence to public, Producing or to Northern since such grant would merely 
require certain inter-company bookkeeping changes. Northern Natural 
a ae aa ek Bian aed andicialé fe Oca ec edie wds ah tik cee oe a 
In view of its obligation to determine whether subsidiary’s rates were 
economically justified, Commission does not think it is compelled to 
accept those rates as bona fide merely because they were filed. Northern 
DI RI ai a ak aca alls in Get baie bes hein eiraia ae 
Commission notes parent and subsidiary had prior notice of its intent 
to examine cost basis of subsidiary sale to parent and such fact accentuates 
invalidity of their position. Northern Natural Gas Co_.--.--..--------- 
AREA Rate PROCEEDINGS. 

Although reaffirming policy to decide cases pending prior to area rate 
proceeding on cost of service basis, Commission concludes that under 
special circumstances here such determination should be made in area rate 
NURCOROUNIRNININ: > UU IN he sank oe Lk Sree dso sae Sec ce Sie Seema epee 

Commission consolidates proceedings with appropriate area rate pro- 
ceedings for determination of reasonableness of proposed increased rates 
suspended under Section 4(e) of the Natural Gas Act. Slade, Inc 

3. CLASSIFICATION OF Costs. 

Commission follows Atlantic Seaboard method of cost classification, 
finding no factual basis here to justify departure therefrom. Southern 
PO II iOS aos en os ed ne en ne aa eee eed eee 

Finding facts here justify departure from general practice, Commission 
concludes use of contract requirements rather than actual peak period 
deliveries is to be preferred as measure of peak responsibility. Southern 
PE EE OID cn pet's oot aS ead eeen hs sk Sega es eee 343, 

There is no substantial basis in this record for departure from Mcf-mile 
method in allocation of transmission costs. Southern Natural Gas Co_-- 

Demand and commodity miles computed in accordance with actual 
flow to all delivery points provides proper basis for allocation of trans- 
mission coste here. Southern Natural Gas Co. .....-..----eesesecnesous 

Citing Tennessee Gas, Opinion No. 352, Commission allocates trans- 
mission costs in Southern’s zones 50 percent on basis of Mcf-miles and 
50 percent on historical revenues. Southern Natural Gas Co_-_-_--------- 

Commission rejects ““Annual Capacity’? method of cost classification 
and allocation. Southern Natural Gat Co... nn ccc onan sncnnvsesuss 

Commission adopts two-block commodity charge rate design [Staff’s 
Basis No. 4] as preserving principles of Atlantic Seaboard while enabling 
rate distributors to retain industrial business. Southern Natural 
NUNN ce cata cs i env em aaa eet os eek ode aa ek ean canons ta 

De iii from Seaboard cost classification should be permitted only 
upon substantial showing. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co___-------- 

Commission concludes that where, as here, the pipeline’s service to 
customers the year around involves co-ordinated use of integrated pipe- 
line and underground storage facilities and operations for relatively equal 
periods of inputs into and withdrawals from storage, cost of storage 
should be classified the same as transmission costs under Seaboard—50 
percent to demand, 50 percent to commodity. American Louisiana Pipe 
I eg i acca we oR cna A Ra ct arial oe 

Since 40-mile lateral into gas-producing area is in substance an extension 
of the main pipeline, it should be viewed as transmission facility and its 
associated costs classified in conformity with Seaboard. American Loui- 
stana Pipe Line Co 
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RATES—Continued 


4. CONSTRUCTION OF JUST AND REASONABLE UNDER Section 4 or NGA. 

Citing Opinion No. 369 [McCommons filing], Commission finds reason- 
ableness of proposed rates cannot be determined on present record showing 
only companywide costs of one venturer with no costs of joint ventures 
as such. Slade Inc 

In determining reasonableness of plant sales rate, it is not proper to 
employ average unit cost of one venturer’s gas production in various joint 
eerne when only two such ventures are involved in plant sales. Slade 

nec 

Commission disallows proposed rates tendered under Section 4(d) of the 
Natural Gas Act and determines just and reasonable rates. Southern 
Natural Gas Co 

Commission disallows proposed increased rates in proceedings arising 
under Section 4(d) of the Natural Gas Act, and prescribes rates and re- 
funds. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co 

It is Commission policy, with certain limited exceptions, not to deter- 
mine Te and reasonableness of producer rate increases under Section 
4(e) of the Act on individual cost of service basis. Instead it utilizes area 
rate —— for such purpose. W. H. Hunt 

5. Cost or Service Metuop. 

Where there is wide year to year variation in maintenance costs of pro- 
ducing wells, it is proper that cost of service allowance thereof be computed 
r , average of number of years of recent experience. Southern Natural 

00 Cnn cca scagd eb ns bow pane ds cena Oddo ee 

Commission concludes that pipeline’s proposed change from cost-of- 
service to conventional rate should be denied—observing that sales to 
affiliates present possibilities of abuse and should be scrutinized with care. 


1371 
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Objective of rate regulation can best be obtained by requiring continued 
use of cost-of-service form of rate. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co-_- 


Objective of rate design is to determine rates that enable — to sell 


its gas at charges which recover from various types of loads their associated 
cost of service. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co 

6. Errective Rare. 

Under ruling of Associated Oil and Gas Company proposed increased rate 
becomes effective upon the filing of a proper motion at the end of the sus- 
pension date—accordingly Commission amends prior order to make rate 
effective as of date motion was filed. Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co 

7. GENERAL. 

Area price levels set forth in Statement of General Policy No. 61-1 are 
applicable to pipeline quality gas as that term is generally understood in 
each area. Inasmuch as the gas, which is later processed at Producer’s 
plant, feeds into its gathering lines at pressures between 110 and 200 psig, 
such gas cannot be considered pipeline quality gas. The Shamrock Oil 
and Gas Corp 

Control limited to approving costs of gas to pipeline is not effective way 
to regulate producer prices because, in large, pipeline must be allowed to 
pass its purchased gas costs to ultimate consumer. Tezas Eastern Trans- 
mission Corp 

Policy Statement prices are ‘guideline’ prices at which Commission 
exercises its discretion, in the absence of protest by intervening parties, 
to certificate sales in a particular area. Statement did not purport to fix 
‘in-line’ price which courts have made clear is, in absence Ss compelling 
showing to the contrary, to be the public convenience and necessity price 
fixed after statutory Section 7 hearing. Union Texas Petroleum 

It is inappropriate in any general rate settlement either by approval as 
a part of settlement agreement, or by exclusion therefrom, to permit con- 
tinued collection of rates in excess of the “in-line” rates determined for an 
area, after hearing, or the ‘“‘guide-line” initial rates set forth in Statement 
of General Policy—where “‘in-line’’ rate has been determined Commission 
will require reduction of rates to the ‘‘in-line’’ price; Where ‘‘in-line”’ price 
has not been determined and unconditioned temporary certificates have 
been issued, reduction of the rates to ‘‘guide-line”’ rates set forth in State- 
ment of General Policy will be required. Gulf Oil Corp 

Individual company cost presentations are not proper matters for con- 
sideration in determining any area price. Area Rate Proceeding 
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RATES—Continued 

8. INVESTIGATION UNDER Section 5(a) or NGA. 

Commission rejects contention that rates prescribed contravene proviso 
of Section 5{a); holds “‘rate’’ referred to by proviso includes all various 
components of the rate and there would be no prohibited increase where, 
as here, net impact of rate is not such as to increase total revenues to be 
collected thereunder. Southern Natural Gas Co 

9. Rate Form. 

Objective of rate regulation can best be obtained by requiring con- 
tinued use of cost-of-service form of rate. American Louisiana Pipe Line 
































Objective of rate design is to determine rates that enable pipeline to sell 
its gas at charges which recover from various types of loads their associated 
cost of service. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co___.----------------- 

Commission concludes that ACQ-1 rate for pipeline, deviating 13 percent 
to demand, represents a reasonable accommodation of conflicting interests; 
observes that ‘“‘mathematics’’ by which rate is computed are not overly im- 
portant as long as end result reflects reasoned judgment. American 
Eee FU DG kok. ne euitnen Ve dens tab teks des dade can 

Commission rejects recommended equalization of monthly contract de- 
mands and billing demands. American Louisiana Pipe Line Co--------- 

10. Rate SETTLEMENT. 

Commission concludes that the 8.797150¢ per Mef sale was a distress sale 
and that proposed settlement rate of 15.5¢ per Mef, plus applicable tax 
reimbursement, while in excess of its increased rate ceiling, is less then the 
initial rate ceiling and therefore appropriate. Forest Oil Corp_---------- 

In approving settlement here Commission believes it equitable to permit 
a tolling of interest, and to prescribe that interest shall continue to accrue 
until the last day of the month on which the settlement offer was filed. 
BR OW Oiicx Seiciicscck dastgedevil sdadcex Geeuesnscdecceneews 

It is inappropriate in any general rate settlement either by approval as a 
part of settlement agreement, or by exclusion therefrom, to permit con- 
tinued collection of rates in excess of the ‘‘in-line’’ rates determined for an 
area, after hearing, or the ‘‘guide-line”’ initial rates set forth in Statement of 
General Policy—where ‘“‘in-line’’ rate has been determined Commission 
will require reduction of rates to the “in-line” price; where “‘in-line’’ price 
has not been determined and unconditional temporary certificates have 
been issued, reduction of the rates to ‘‘guide-line’’ rates set forth in State- 
ment of General Policy will be required. Gulf Oil Corp 


RATE BASE. 
1. PLANT. 


Southern leases held for future development are properly included in its 
rate base as plant held for future. Southern Natural.Gas Co 


RATE OF RETURN. 

1. GENERAL. 

Overall rate of return of 6.24 percent allowed, reflecting weighted average 
of 6.5 percent on debt and equity capital and 1.5 percent on deferred taxes. 
une TPUMNINTRRE ETRE oo ee ce ene ah oeeecwane 

Southern allowed 1.5 percent on accumulated deferred taxes subject to 
future adjustment of return and rates. Southern Natural Gas Co___----- 

2. PRopucTION. 

It has not been demonstrated, either generally or here, that pipeline 
exploration and drilling integrated with marketing activities involve same 
degree of risk as that encountered by independent producer. Southern 
PRMUINLE CUNO Oe ee ee a Sage Honea hoe whee be beneeaee 

Southern has failed to demonstrate existence of any benefits to its juris- 
dictional customers resulting from its production operations. Southern 
IVS Tate Cane te, et 8 a ol eg OEE Peet Ss 

To warrant additional return on production properties pipeline should: 
(1) demonstrate production activity is for sole purpose of supplying gas to 
pipeline customers, and (2) show that production operation is or will be of 


a economic advantage to pipeline customers. Southern Natural 
as Co 


Southern has failed to justify a return on its wellmouth properties higher 
than that fixed for its pipeline properties. Southern Natural Gas Co 
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RATE SCHEDULES. 

1. EscaLaTion CLAUSE. 

As producer recognizes, so-called ‘Memphis type’ escalation clause in its 
contract clearly is prohibited by section 154.93 of Commission Regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act. The Atlantic Refining Co 

Reaffirming Pure Oil Commission finds respondents lack “contractual 
support” necessary to permit proposed increases to be filed—failing to show 
that their gas is comparable to West Texas gas or that their favored nation 
clauses have been triggered. Shell Oil Co 501, 

Commission holds it will not approve a rate increase based upon another 
rate increase which has been rejected. Shell Oil Co____--..---------- 501, 

Commission rejects contention as to mootness— —fact that producer filed 
renegotiated rate lower than, and in place of favored-nation clause, does not 
moot triggering issue for period during which producer’s favored-nation 
rates were allegedly effective. Shell Oil Co 501, 

Respondents’ argument that by ‘‘accepting”’ their rate filings, Commis- 
sion later was barred from rejecting them for lack of contractual support has 
little legal basis. Shell Oil Co 

Producer filing a favored-nation rate increase must show: (1) the validity 
of the triggering rate, and (2) the justness and reasonableness of the in- 
creased rate. Shell Oil Co 

Commission rejects proposed rate increase filings and disallows proposed 
increases in rates in proceeding arising under Section 4, of the Natural Gas 
Fk, TO Cs a sii eek cau nchnededdnaaveadaseedee nase 

Opinion No. 382 does not hold that a triggering rate must be found to be 
just and reasonable, but only that it must have been authorized by basic 
contract. Shell Oil Co 

Producer’s alternate pricing provisions in addition to being offensively 
burdensome to effective administration of the Gas Act run directiy counter 
to the purpose envisaged by Congress of maintaining the lowest reasonable 
rates—Pure Oil held that indefinite escalation clauses were, per se, con- 
wars 5 public interest on numerous grounds. Texaco, Inc 

2. FILine. 

In holding that any assignees may file rate schedules, Commission 
distinguishes Humble and Midstates—noting that here assignees include 
operator and working interests with respect to assigned property. Pan 
American Petroleum Corp 

Conceding that permitting assignees to file may create additional admin- 
istrative burdens, Commission observes that limiting filing to signatory 
party would cause at least an equal number of administrative problems. 
Pan American Petroleum Corp 

Circumstances that area rates would not embody individual costs of 
particular assignees, should not bar assignees from filing separately where 
they in fact act as operators. Pan American Petroleum Corp 

Commission concludes that assignees of leases under ‘‘farmout”’ arrarge- 
ment have sufficient “signatory status’ to file for rate increases. Pan 
American Petroleum Corp 

Commission orders the acceptance for filing of assignees’ rate schedules 
and related filings, in proceeding involving Section 154.91 of the Regula- 
tions under the Natural Gas Act. Pan American Petroleum Corp 

Citing Sunray, Commission holds that when contract has expired, Pro- 
ducer is not barred from filing a unilateral increase. Continental Oil Co--- 

3. Firep Rate Doctrine. 

Commission holds that Montana-Dakota and so called ‘“‘filed rate” 
doctrine are concerned with jurisdiction of District Courts, not with Com- 
mission power to examine subsidiary’s costs in fixing parent’s rates. 
SMURON DEE CHIN Cs oo dnc ayn cee eeeen bee eaneeeas 

4. SUSPENSION. 

Area price levels set forth in Statement of General Policy No. 61-1 are 
applicable to pipeline quality gas as that term is generally understood in 
each area. Inasmuch as the gas, which is later processed at Producer’s 
plant, feeds into its gathering lines at pressures between 110 and 200 psig, 
- gas cannot be considered pipeline quality gas. The Shamrock Oil and 

ias Corp 
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REFUNDS AND REDUCTIONS. 


Commission modifies opinion No. 379 with respect to flow-through of 
refunds and denies applications for rehearing. Southern Natural Gas Co. 783, 784 
That Hurt has been permitted to abandon the instant sale is irrelevant, 


because Hunt’s refund obligations under Section 4(e) remain in effect. 
W. H. Hunt 


Page 


Ricue! scm. sete edaaise path aban boat bhb ake ts aceon 835 
Neither the use of “should” rather than “shall” in the body of Opinion 

No. 320 nor the absence of any repetition of the direction to Midwestern 

in an ordering clause supports Midwestern’s position that the Commission 

> not impose a rate reduction obligation. Midwestern Gas Transmission 
in. Raia ude che ewe t= acadh hand aa nade aesne wee eh we dees 904 


Producer having never attempted to withdraw or change filed initial rate, 


Commission orders refunds of amounts collected in excess thereof. Sunray 
ek itil. coe peed SaceaweeRes seeece kas cu bd eee 1298, 1299 


RULEMAKING. 
Take-or-pay requirement of pipeline made subject to ultimate disposition 
in rule-making proceeding in R-199. El Paso Natural Gas Co__- 
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American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-260.. 1150 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP62-219_____--- 226 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP63-94__-_--- .- 188 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. CP63-95____.. .--- 190 
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Cities Service Co., docket No. G—16563_.......--.-------- 524 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP62-245-___....------ 1105 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP63-29__..._..------ 311 
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Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. CP63-66___.._.------- 422 
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Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP63—195 

Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. CP63-213 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. CP63-37_ 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. CP63-155- 

Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP63-80_-_-- 

Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP63-—167__- 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., docket No. CP63—190 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. CP60-56 

Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. CP63-127 

Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. CP63-—258 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-121- 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62-226_ 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP62—-256_ 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP63-75- 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP63-87_.. 230 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP63-130_ 418 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, docket No. CP63-281_ 1246 
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Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63-169 
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Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP63-88__-_- 
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Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP63-143__..------ 702 
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Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP63-40___........-.----- 143 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP63-165_......---------- 392 
Trunkline Gas Co., docket No. CP63-215_- eaianare dea 920 
Union Texas Petrole um, docket No. G- 13221 - ge 1279 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-13372_.......-------- 168 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. C P61- iO I a 90 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. CP63-178__.......-.-.... 567 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-46___.-.----- 145 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-50___--.----- 235 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-52___.------- 286 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-58____------- 186 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-62___.------- 1252 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-108_-_-.------- 541 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-124__.-.----- 288 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-181___------- 710 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-—241___------- 1163 
Valley Gas Transmission, Inec., docket No. CP63-93------- 147 
4. Temporary CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 
South Texas Natural Gas Gathering Co., docket No. G- 
BPO iss Su bet da ta bo PoC eA eh catia 873 
5. TERMINATION OF CERTIFICATE. 
Midland Petrochemical Co., docket No. G—20265__._------- 388 
CONSOLIDATION, MERGER, AND SALE—Section 203 (F.P.A.). 
1. TRANSFER, MERGER OR SALE AUTHORIZED 
Community Public Service Co. (a Delaware Corporation), 
CQ TA Wl ick occ tice neditnamennse 829 
Connecticut Light and Power Co., docket No. E~-7082----- 712 
Pennsylvania Power Co., docket No. E-7087___.---------- 930 
South Carolina Electric and Gas Co., docket No. E-7085... 1045 
Utah Power and Light Co., docket No. E-7034_....------- 128 
Utah Power and Light Co., docket No. E-7079_.__-------- 771 
DECLARATION OF EXEMPTION. 
Southwest Gas Corp., docket No. CP63-176__....-------- 584 
EXPORTATION 
1. Evecrric. 
Northern Electric Cooperative, docket No. E-6670_------- 768 
Rio Grande Electric Cooperative, Inc., docket No. E-6788.. 183 
Trico Electric Cooperative, Inc., docket No. E-7073- ------ 749 
INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
1. Gas. 
Albany Oil and Gas Co., The, docket No. CP63-164- ------ 703 
Cisne, Illinois, Village of, docket No. CP63-—38___-_.------- 82 
Clay City, Illinois, Village of, docket No. CP63-49____---- 1087 
Dupo, Village of, docket No. CP63—57-~._--.-.----------- 859 
Grant City, Missouri, City of, docket No. CP62-303_---~--- 754 
Hazelton, Kansas, City of, docket No. CP63-120__.-.-.---- 563 
Jamestown, Tennessee, Town of, docket No. CP63-141_.... 432 
Jasonville, Indiana, The City of, docket No. CP63-71------ 86 
Lowell Gas Co , docket No. CP61-9-__...-..-------...-.- 835 
Midwest Natural Gas Corp., docket No. CP63-186-------- 1130 
Mike Little Gas Co., Inc., docket No. CP63-79__.-------- 164 
Monroe City, Missouri, City of, docket No. CP63-90--_---- 390 
Monticello, “Georgia, City of, docket No. CP63-156-__---- 708, 912 
Neosho Rapids, Kansas, City of, docket No. CP63-142_._._. 497 


North Star Natural Gas Co. of Wisconsin, Inc., docket No. 
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Public Utility District No. 2 of Grant County, Washington, 

project No. 2114 
Duke Power Co., project No. 2232 


2. APPLICATION DENIED. 


Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., project No. 2268 


3. EXHIBITS. 


4. In GENERAL. 


5. Masor. 
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idaho Power Co., project No, 1971... .-.....-.-...- 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 935___....-_---_-- 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2071 
Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2111______.__-__-- 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2030__.....__-- 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Chelan County, Washington, 
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RCI SRUINEL NOt BRO Sasi on Col eeu ates cnt 
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Pacific Power & Light Co., project No. 2082__________---- 
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Seattle, City of, Washington, project No. 2144__________-- 
South Carolina Electric and Gas Co., docket No. E-—6468_-- 
Yuba County Water Agency, project No. 2246_- 


Denver, Colorado, Civy and County of, project No. 2204_-_- 
Jersey Central Power & Light Co., project No. 2309_-_-_-- 
Nevada Irrigation District, project No. 2266_.__-.-._------ 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp., project No. 2318 
Northern Lights, Inc., project No. 2141__......-..------- 
Pacific Gas & Electric Sa: project No. 2310 

Phelps Dodge Corp., project No. 2804__._______._.-.----- 
Placer County Water Agency, project No. 2079 
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6. SURRENDER. Page 
Montana Power Co., The, project No. 1084._._......----- 686 
Pacific American Fisheries, Ine., project No. 1082_.._..--- 1148 
Packwood Electric Co., project No. 1289___......_..--..-- 806 
Yuba County Water Agency, project No. 2246_.._....-_-- 1002 

7. TRANSFER. 
California-Pacifie Utilities Co., project No. 749_......----- 751 
Kennecott Copper Corp., project No. 1949_...._......----- 894 
Telluride Power Co., project No. 814....................- 127 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. CoNSOLIDATION. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63-126_...._..-_- 1119 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19_.. 320, 399 
Monterey Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-88_... 929 


Slade, Inc. (Operator), docket No. G-19986__......-....- ll 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. RI63-129. _.................... 441 
Sunray DX Oil (0., docket No. G—4281_._...........-. 1079 
Tenneco Corp., docket No. G-18980___._..---.......--. 874 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G-20464__.___-_-. 1159 
Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G—-13221___.______ __-. 1172 
2. EvIpENCE. 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19_- 723 
3. EXAMINERS’ RULING. 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1___.....-.----. 588 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19_- 723 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G-20464______._-- 1086 


4. HEARING. 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-18419_. 932 


Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-2___......----- 981 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7090.__...---- 744 
Carolina Pipeline Co., docket No. RP63-4___.....-.---. 149 
Carolina Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7078__..------ 131 
Idaho Power Co.; proieee NO. 197 ks cciccsunncedeccnn= 571 


Indiana and Michigan Electric Co., docket No. E-7089_.... 746 
Mills Bennett Estate, docket No. RI63—-308___........--- 212 


Northern Utilities, Inc., docket No. RP63-10______------ 775 
Petroleum Offshore Leaseholds, Inc. (Operator), docket No. 

hae BO is icp atts ba a nti anes ana eaaks 116 
Potomac Edison Co., docket No. E-7104__..._...-.--- 1145 

5. In GENERAL. 

Amendment to Statement of General Policy, No. 61-1, 

CREO TURe SEPA rs iain s cisterns ast dee heen 589 
Central Wisconsin Gas Co., docket No. G—-9813_.._.-...- 543 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63-126____...--- 1119 
Hurley Oil and Gas Co., docket No. G-17775_-_----.----- 71 
Idaho Power Co., project' NG. 197) << -cncss ncn candesae 572, 801 
J. M. Huber Corp., docket No. G-8111_..............-.- 424 
Jersey Central Power & Light Co., project No. 2309__-.---- 474 
Kansas Power and Light Co., issued May 15, 1963__--_--- 926 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19_- 723 
Miller Gas Co., docket No. CP61—-161___-_- sin i Eee 277 
Northern Utilities, Inc., docket No. RP63-10__.......-.- 775 
Order No. 252-A; docket No. B-212.....24)......-....... 382 
Order No. 260—A, docket No. R-223__......-----.------- 777 
Order No. 268, doeket No. BeBa6. = onc sc cccwcsiicuccccae 309 
Order No. 263, docket No. R-233------ ss Sacre ey tak se tc ts 412 
Order No. 264, docket No. R-234........64-caseceess-. 589 
Order No. 265, docket No. R-235.-......-...-..<-.ssse- 549 
Order No. 266, docket No. R-236....4 2 « .o.<sice-<..2< 551 
Order No. 967, doeliet Nes B-Bod « oco6 ccc icdicecccscscca 590 
Ordel Now 266, doeket lo. Beas oases. cdinstidnnnaace 818 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP63-148.. 316 
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5. In Generat—Continued Page 
Stream, Inc., issued Mareh 26, 1063... 206 26000..0664--..- 587 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-16842__.. 7, 835 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP60-122.. 283 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—-20464_-.-..---- 1086 
Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G-13221_-_.-..--- 273, 1279 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-12195_____---_----- 1133 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP60—-36___----- 293 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-161_..-.-. 883, 1038 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP63-1__-.------ 270, 1114 
6. INTERMEDIATE DECISION PROCEDURE. 
Hunt Oil Co., docket No. RIG3—-128 .......2.c2..4..i. 290 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—14562---- 4 
7. INTERVENTION. 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP63-80_-_- 64 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-12446_. = 875 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. CP60-122_. 283 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. CP62-161___-__-- 883 
8. INVESTIGATION. 
Kansas Power and Light Co., issued May 15, 1963___--_-- 926 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19_- 399 
Potomac Edison Co., docket No. E-7104__......._------ 1145 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E-7038_... 1149 
Sunray DX Oil Co., docket No. G—4281_..............- 1079 
9. Motion DENIED. 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. CI62-1544_______- 218 
American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-2306_. 828 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-2__....-------- 223 
Barnhart, Paul F., docket No. RI61-359______--- Se Gratebe 1146 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-4769___.....__-- 159 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—16235___..--_--_-- 307 
Hunt, W. H., docket No. G-10000........ ....issc...... 834 
Hurley Oil and Gas Co., docket No. G-17775____-__------ 71 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 1971___------ pein waokes 801 
Indiana and Michigan Electric Co., docket No. E-7089__.. 1094 
Northern Natural Ges Co., docket No. G-12153__........ 689 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP62-85_______- 1109 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., issued January 7, 1963_--- 35 
Shamrock Oil and Gas Corp., The, docket No. G—14077--_-_- 3 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. RIGO-370.....................- 546 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—20464_________- 1159 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP63-204_-____--- 1132 


Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G-13221__ 730, 733, 734, 1172 


Witherspoon, James W., docket No. RI63-196___-.-_.---- 38 
10. Motron GRANTED. 
Barnhart, Paul F., docket No. RI61-359____._._._..---__-- 1146 
Sam Houston Public Utility District, Erin, Tennessee, 
NG 20s. AS Rg Let ot adowne scene ents incen 778 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—14562__.__- 4 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. G—20464___._..__-- 1086 
Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G-13221____..------- 1279 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP61—18__-...----- 36 
11. PRESCRIBING PROCEDURE. 
Black Hills Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7046_____.-- 386 
Carolina Pipeline Co., docket No. RP63-4__..._.---_----- 149 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-16841__._._ 903 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. RP61-19_... 399 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—1964___-- 1241 
12. REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION. 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. CI62—1544__._._._.. 171 
Appalachian Power Co., docket No. E-6900_.._..-.------- 383 
Atlantic Refining Co., The, docket No. C163-576__-__-_---- 384 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-16401____..__----- 1102 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-17774______------- 385 
Black Hills Power and Light Co., docket No. E-7046_-_---- 386 


Continental Oil Co. (Operator), FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
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Hamon, Jake L., docket No. G—16747 
Hunt, H. L., docket No. R162~—467 
Hunt, H. L., docket No. ¢ 163-182 wh ; 
Hurley Oil and Gas Co., docket No. G—1775- ear 
Kerr-McGee Oil Industries, Inc., docket No. C163-923 ____- 
Midwestern Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP63-S80__-_- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP61-—132__- 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., docket No. C163—867 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., project No. 2268_ 
Portland General Electric Co., project No. 2233 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. C163-267_ 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. RI6]—515____- 
Slade Ine. (Operator), docket No. G—19986 
Southern Natura! Gas Co., docket No. G—20509 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. G—6650_- Se ae ee ‘ 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP60-64 
Texaco Inc., docket No. C163—468- ee ee < 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-12446_. 692, 875 
Transwestern Pipeline Co., docket No. CP63-204 1132 
Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G-13221____. 697, 1040, 1172 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. CP61-107 45 
Yucea Petroleum Co., docket No. RI63-—251 
. SEVERANCE. 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—9385 
Cities Service Co., docket No. G—16563_____-- 
Goodrich, R. H., docket No. G-8977__ 
Hunt Oil Co., docket No. RI63-—128__ 
Monterey Gas Transmission Co., docket No. CP62-88 
Petroleum Offshore Leaseholds, Inc. (Operator), docket No. 


Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G—13221 

. SHow Cause. 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7090 
Carolina Power & Light Co., docket No. E-7078__.______-_- 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. CI63-979______._______-_- 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63-126 
Georgia Power Co., docket No. K—7099 
Indiana and Michigan Electric Co., 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. R1I61-515 

. Stray ORpDER. 
Appalachian Power Co., docket No. 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. RI61-515 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., docket No. E-6468 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—20509__- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-12446___- 

. SUBPOENA. 
Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G—13221 

. TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS. 
Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—9385 
Christie, Mitchell and Mitchell Co., docket No. G—15033__-_ 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. RP62-9 
Crescent Oil and Gas Corp., (Operator), docket No. G- 

13511 752 
Forest Oil Corp., docket No. G-5510____..--..-..--.----- 160 
George W. Graham, Ine. (Operator), docket No. G-16661_. 1042 
Goodrich, R. H., docket No. G—8977 397 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. G—9520 837 
Halbouty, Michael T., docket No. G-17124_________-_---- 1090 
Hammonds, George S., docket No. G—16520__._.......___-- 495 
Houston Natural Gas Production Co., (Operator), docket No. 
G-19730 

Hunt, Hassie Trust, docket No. G-18093 1092 
Hunt, William Herbert Trust Estate, docket No. G-18091._ 1093 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
17. TERMINATION OF PROCEEDINGS—Continued 
J. Ray McDermott & Co., Inc. (Operator), docket No. G- Page 
POOR sec a ae 2 I as nl ee 924 
Maguire, Russell (Formerly Russell Maguire and Jack P. 


Rayzor (Operator), et al.), docket No. G-19633 _-_-.---- 1023 
Miller Gas Co., docket No. CP61—161__---- a occas 277 
Northern Lights, Inc., project No. 2141__- ae ee 1293 
Northern Utilities, Inc., docket No. RP63-10___..-.------ 1299 
Rayzor, Jack P. (Operator), docket No. G-17130____-.-... 1169 
Southern California Edison Co., docket No. CP61-172_-_--- 25 
Southwest Gas Corp., docket No. RP61-2.....-..-----.-- 585 
Sun Oil Co., docket No. RI63—129_ bee Se eo aes 441 
Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G—-13742_____----- 1112 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-11980_-_--- 65 
Western Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-14737_...-.------ 169 
PRELIMINARY PERMIT. 
IssUED. 
Appalachian Power Co., project No. 2317_......--..------ 445 
Coos-Curry Electric Cooperative, Inc., project No. 2319_.-. 831 
Janke, Joseph Francis, Jr., project No. 2314__......--.---- 198 
Wrangell, Alaska, City of, project No. 2313__-- Se 
PRESIDENTIAL PERMIT. 
TERMINATED. 
Northern Electric Cooperative, The, docket No. E-6670__.. 768 
RATES. 
1. AREA RATE PROCEEDING. 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-1- 3 588, 737, 1101 
Area Rate Proceeding, docket No. AR61-2__________-__--- 981 
Petroleum Offshore Leaseholds, Ine. (Operator), docket 
ON, See ioe char omen eden amperes oe cab wmenaea 116 
Slade, Inc. (Operator), docket No. G-19986___....-.------ 11 
Bun Ol} Co., docket No. BIGG—-120. . o.oo nn occ eecccccce 441 
2. Fiines, SCHEDULES, SERVICE AGREEMENTS, ETC. 
a. Accepted. 
Kansas Power and Light Co., issued May 15, 1963___------ 926 
Midland Petrochemical Co., docket No. G-—20265____------ 388 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co., docket No. CP63-127____----- 803 
Pan American Petroleum Corp., (Operator), docket No. 
Sn ae te ise a tee dc aaeumebeades canny 1216 
Southwestern Public Service Co., docket No. E~7038____--- 1149 
b. Cancelled. 
Carnegie Natural Gas Co., docket No. CP63-191___...---- 542 
c. Confirmed and Approved. 
United States Department of the Interior, Bonneville Power 
Administration, docket No. E-7O80____........-.------ 878 
United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Rec- 
lamation, Eklutna Project, Alaska, docket No. E-7045_-- 770 
United States Department of the Interior, Bureau of Recla- 
mation, Faleon Dam Project, docket No. E-6577___-_--- 457 
d. Rejected. 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. RI61-515__..----_-- iP cise 851 
e. Required. 
Crescent Oil and Gas Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-13511. 752 
Halbouty, Michael T., docket No. G—17124______....-.--- 1090 
Houston Natural Gas Production Co. (Operator), docket 
UO er ae eh ohoSh Sok Sa aks db See dncnnee 989 
J. Ray McDermott & Co., Inc. (Operator), docket No. 
CE et ee eh eee ee Se cas 924 
Maguire, Russell (Formerly Russell Maguire and Jack P. 
Rayzor (Operator) et al.), docket No. G-19633__...----- 1023 
Rayzor, Jack P. (Operator), docket No. G-17130____------ 1169 
Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G—13742_....----- 1112 
f. Suspended. 
Mills Bennett Estate, docket No. RI63-308_.........----- 212 


Northern Utilities, Inc., docket No. RP63-10_.......--.-- 775 
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RATES—Continued 


3. In GENERAL. Page 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—13910_.______- 436 
Chastain, M. B. (Operator), issued January 25, 1963_..__-- 152 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. G—16747____._._-..-----_--. 1152 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—20509____.._.__- 433 
Sun Off Uo., docket No. BaGB-120....... 60d ccdccncucces 441 

4. INCREASE DISALLOWED. 

American Louisiana Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—18419___- 932 
Shell Oil Co., docket No. RI61-5 oe ie ior ee 498 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-20600........... 323 

5. REFUND. 

Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G-9385___._...---- 204 
Christie, Mitchell and Mitchell Co., docket No. G—15033_-_- 156 
Crescent Oil and Gas Corp. (Operator), docket No. G-13511. 752 
Forest Oil Corp., docket No. G-5510_........-.....-.---- 160 
Goodrich, R. H., docket OR "aa eI EES 397 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. G-9520_-_...-..--.----.----- 837 
Halbouty, Michael T., docket No. G-17124_____.._-._---- 1090 
Hamon, Jake L., docket No. G-16747________------------ 784 
Houston Natural Gas Production Co. (Operator), docket No. 

Chr a iis cick: gos css ncn sen enced taal iia al lenge er ctalent kc obks tite aia eas 989 
J. Ray McDermott & Co., Ine. (Operator), docket No. 

EE EN EER OE SES 924 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line C o., docket No. G—1116__---- 896 
Rayzor, Jack P. (Operator), docket No. G-I7190. ......<.«« 1169 
Shell Oil Co., Gomme No. TEIGI-GIG. 3. ons Gece cwtcdc denn 498 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-20509__..-.---. 323, 779 
Southwest Gas Corp., docket No. RP61-2_._...---------- 585 
Tenneco Oil Co., (Operator), docket No. G—-13742___._-.-- 1112 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-11980___-_- 65 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket We. GIG... nc nncncne 876 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. RP61-18___--.----- 36 
Western Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-14737____------- 169 

6. SETTLEMENT ORDERS. 

Amerada Petroleum Corp., docket No. G—9385__.....----- 204 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., docket No. G-17774__.___-.----- 385 
Chastain, M. B. (Ope rator), issued January 25, 1963____--- 152 
Christie, Mitchell oad Mitchell Co., docket No. 16083. 156 
Continental Oil Co., docket No. r,s eeaipieallieepepssce et 887 
Crescent Oil and Gas ——— a docket No. G-13511. 752 
Forest Oil Corp., docket No. G-5510_........------------ 160 
George W. Graham, Inc. eine docket No. G-16661.. 1042 
Goodrich, R. H., docket No. | _ Jabiiccaneteaie teeny su 397 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. G-9520____...--------------- 837 
Halbouty, Michael T., docket No. G-17124___-..-..------ 1090 
Houston Natural Gas Production Co. (Operator), docket No. 

CRT ines ack han ndre caccacee dh riolna daa rea 989 
Hunt, Hassie Trust, docket No. G-18093_........-------- 1092 
Hunt, William Herbert Trust Estate, docket No. G-18091_- 1093 
d. Ray McDermott & Co., Ine. (Operator), docket No. 

eR ci hss sain Sh cred ocean cate ata aca eee 924 
Maguire, Russell, (Formerly Russell Maguire and Jack P. 

Rayzor, (Operator), et al) docket No., G-19633__.....--- 1023 
Northern Utilities, Inc., docket No. RP63-10__..-.------- 1299 
Petroleum Offshore Leaseholds, Ine. (Operator), docket No. 

Che RAO cdi 0p. cg atch tase oncdaednn ntti acta ed oes acta Se ae 453 
Phillips Petroleum Co., docket No. G-14244____.--.------ 581 
Rayzor, Jack P. (Operator), docket No. G—17130___----.-- 1169 
Giedl Cat Can, Geaee ING: Gh 1FG oot nc enendncuwesnusa 472 
Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., docket No. G-20297__.-.....------ 8u8 
Senith, I. I. ioe Gameary 6, 100g. shins ene sndnnewan 29 
Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc., docket No. G-13780_e_.._...-- 400 
Southwest Gas Corp., docket No. RP61-2.........-------- 585 
Stream, Inc., issued March BE RO ction ulin tiacataaearee 587 
Tenneco Corp., docket No. PR ities icnakintte 874 
Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator), docket No. G-13742__._-_--.-- 1112 


Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G-11980_-_--- 65 
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RATES—Continued 
6. SETTLEMENT OrnvERS—Continued 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co., docket No. G—-14562 4 
Union Texas Petroleum, docket No. G—-13221__-.-.----- 734, 1279 
Western Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-14737 
SECURITIES, 
1. ISSUANCE OF. 
Black Hills Power and Light Co., docket No. E-7077 
Black Hills Power and Light Co., docket No. E-7091 
El] Paso Electric Co., docket No. E-7096 
Interstate Power Co., docket No. E-7086 
Iowa Power and Light Co., docket No. E-708 
Otter Tail Power Co., docket No. E-7083_._........------ 715 
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